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identical to that in the step (3). In addition, the endogenous antibodies inactivated in the 
step (1) are polyclinic antibodies. On the other hand the probe antibody in the step (3) 
is a monoclonal antibody. Therefore, the endogenous antibodies are inactivated in the 
step (1) with the non-diluted treating solution, while the monoclonal antibody in the step 
(3) is not inactivated with diluted treating solution. 

Accordingly, based on the amendments to the claims, the rejection of 
claims 4, 1 1, 34, 37-38 and 41 under 35 USC 112, first paragraph, should now be 
withdrawn. The same is true for the rejection of the claims under 35 USC 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. In this regard, claims 4, 34 and 
38 have been amended to depend properly from a parent claim. 

Should the Examiner still find the claims to be indefinite, the Examiner is 
requested to telephone applicant to facilitate a further amendment without the necessity 
for nit-picking the interpretation of wording in the claims. 

Reconsideration and allowance of claims 4, 11, 34, 37-38 and 41 is 
respectfully solicited. 
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